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Separating |

‘Spies’ From)

- Peace Corps

Your editorial, “The ACTION
.Nominee” (April:22); misses the
tpoint. Twice.. »-.#1, % T 5.

You note that Thomas:W. Pauken,

President Reagan'snominee to'head
'ACTION ~ the parent agency for the
‘Peace Corps — was an Army officer
:in Vietnam “whose military special-
‘ty was intelligence.” You point out
that “there is -fear that the Peace.
-Corps could be compromised by hav-:

ing as its head a person with'anintel-
ligence background.” And you grant:
that “the concern is legitimate” that.

“there must be not even. a.tenuous:

~onnection between Peace Corps ac-
uivities and U.S. intelligence-

‘gathering activities.” = TS
- Yet, surprisingly, you never
explain why this “legitimate” con-

cern exists.

“*Your own Mary McGrory supplied
the answer only aweek earlier. She |

wrote that Peace:Corps volunteers-
“have labored from the beginning}
‘under the shadow of suspicionrthat{
under the guise of digging sewers}
teaching English-and planting.
fields, they were doing the work-of
the CIA" © i s TRRE
;- Itis widely feared; by present and |
‘former volunteers, that thé ap-
‘pointment of a former intelligence |
-officer to direct the Peace Corps
would. appear _to confirm officially |
the accusations of our enemies and
adversaries in the Third World, and
.the suspicions even of our friends,
that the Corps is nothing but a front
-organization for- American ' spies.
,Once that wall of separation be-
“tween spying and the Corps isi
‘breached. to quote’ Ms. McGrory
again, “the health and safety of the;
volunteers” could be imperiled..” -
Or, as Robert M: McNamara Jr.
stated in.a letter to Congress as gen+
eral counsel for the Peace Corps,
“the primary reason for this dichot-
omy is the heightenéd concern for
the safety and security of the volun-
teersand staff overseas, especlallyin
countries where even the suspicion

_~ would haveas head of ACTION.. » <

| . Pauken’s appointment may be per-!

— albeit totally ggt"ounded - of par-

2nima asbklasislan
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"« rQur concern . .. has in-
creased in recent years as terrorist
and guerrilla organizations have
looked upon hostage-takingas astan-
dard operating procedure, to effect
short-term” domestic and interna-
tional political gains. The possibility
rand the fear that our volunteers or
istaff could be used as pawns in such
1a situation is not speculative. In re-
‘cent times' two-of our volunteers
have been held hostage: one’for
:three yearsand another for 10 days.

* “Consequently, since most of our;
‘volunteers operate outside of capital
‘cities, oftentimes at great distances
in ruralvillages, the Peace Corps hag
stricly applied the intelligence polis

cy. . . N -
-yMr. McNamara noted that th
Peace Corps policy of keeping intelli-
gence activities at-arm's lengtly
should-bar Mr. Pauken . from any|
“Washington policy positien”. with
the Corps.= which, of course; he:

You miss a second point, too, when
you conclude that “it strikes us as.
strained to think that a stint in mili-
tary intelligence could be construed:
as violating the ‘traditional” sep:
aration of the Peace Corps and
intelligence-gathering.” -~ - :
~-“Construed™ by whom? By-me> ¥
don’tfora moment: believe:Mr:
Paiuken will convert the Peace Corps
into an arm of the CIA. But whatI be-
lieve — or what you believe — doesn’t
matter. What matters is how Mr.

ceived by the inhabitants of the
mountains of Nepal or of the barrios
of Colombia or of isolated areas of Si-
erra Leone or of any of the scores of
remote places around the world
where Corps, volunteers,live*and
work in:almost total phySical de-
‘pendence on the goedwilkof largely
rural, unsophisticated people. . R
.How will' they “construe” Mr.
Pauken's appointment? That's the
point. I very much doubt that they
will trouble themselves over subtle
distinctions between “basic military
work” and CIA-type espionage, for i
example. To them, I fear, intelli-
gence is intelligence and intelli-
gence is spying: And they will want
none of it, or of the people they be-
lieveare doingit. . ot 10 e
.. That is solely why, I oppose. Mr.
Pauken's confirmation' and a major;
reason why I have introduced legis-|
lation to separate the Peace. Corps;
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and “bitter dispute,” thére is certain- |
Iy no rancor or'bitterness on my!
.part.lhave nothing personal against .
‘Mr. Pauken. It's-unfortunate that:
‘President Reagan chose him for this'
‘rather than any number of other,
‘posts for which he may be better!
‘qualified. But-that was the presi-
‘dent’s prerogative. He has his re-
‘sponsibility; T have mine. - * ~ -
..-1have stated publicly that I would
[offer no objection- to Mr. Pauken's
‘nomjnation as director of ACTION if
,the Peace Corps is separated from
‘the agency. Thatisstill my position f
. . Protecting the lives of Americans
-abroad - not ridiculous diversion-
:ary charges that those who oppose
the Pauken nomination are anti|
.soldier or anti-Vietnam veteran or
anti-intelligence or even anti-
Pauken —is the only issue here. -

Alan Cranston, -y . 24 o

U.S. Sanata, .
Washington, D.C, +°

- For the sake of our present and po
tential future Peace Corps volun-
teers all over. the world and their’
families, as well as for the Peace!

Corps itself, 1 deeply regretted your!

:April 22 editorial on-the ACTION:
»nomlnvee_ LooARN T 3:: e i'.:i
. As a former member of the Con-;
gress from Oregon I'must share the!
blame for the present unfortunate’
'situation. It was the Congress that, at!
the time of Mr. Nixon's presidency,!
saw fit to take some domestic volun-!
‘teer programs and couple them with!
the Peace Corps in the new agency:
‘called ACTION. However much those!
programs ook alike on the surface,
below the surface they are very con-
siderably different and I think that
experience has demonstrated that,

L

the attempt to combine all these pro-|
.grams in.asingle agency was a legis-

Jative EFFOT. v e s e oo}

the Peace Corps during Mr. Ford’s'
presidency we gave high priority to,
making as absolutely certain as wel
could that there existed neither fact’
nor impression of any connection:
between the Peace Corps and any in-;
telligence service of the govern-!
ment. Our first reason was to keep!
our volunteers safe from any|
counter-intelligence operations in|
;any foreign country. Our second rea—‘i_
Son was to maximize their effective-|
‘ness as comimunicators between our:
country and the land in which they:
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